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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments, see the amendment, filed 12/08/2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-9 under 103(a) have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, and 
because the original Examiner, Stephen Vu, is no longer with the Patent office and the 
case has been transferred to the docket of another Examiner, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of prior art discovered in an updated search. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 7, 
line 14, —a - - should be inserted in front of the word "cantle". On that same line 
"forwards" should be changed to - - forward - -. It appears the substitute specification is 
filled with grammatical and typographical errors. Perhaps these mistakes are a result 
from the specification being translated from a foreign language, specifically French. 
Some of these errors occur in the Claims as well, as will be noted in the rejections 
below. However, Applicant needs to read through the specification to search for other 
such mistakes and correct them. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 5-7, 10, 14-17, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 5, line 4, "the two teeth" lacks antecedent basis. Also, why would 
Applicant refer to the structure labeled by reference number 28 as "teeth"? Also, on line 
4, "forwards" should be - - forward - -. 

In claim 10, line 3, "forwards and upwards" should be -- forward and upward - -. 

In claim 17, line 3, "forwards and upwards" should be - forward and upward - -. 

In claim 19, line 3, "forwards and upwards" should be -- forward and upward - -. 

In claim 20, line 3, "forwards and upwards" should be -- forward and upward - -. 

The aforementioned problem renders the claims vague and indefinite. 
Clarification and/or correction is required 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2, 8-9, 1 1 , and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Greenwald (U.S. Patent No. 6,123,390). 

Greenwald teaches a seating module for a chair, characterized in that it 
includes: a structural framework (not labeled) provided with a pommel element 
26, a frame (not labeled) arranged above the structural framework and 
provided with a cantle element 20 (see column 2, lines 53-55), said structural 
framework and said frame having planar symmetry, means for connecting the 
frame to the structural framework, including a joint 30 which allows the frame 
to tilt in relation to the structural framework (see Fig. 6 and specification), 
about an axis perpendicular to the plane of symmetry, and a seat 12 
connecting the frame to the pommel element (26) and formed of an elastic 
membrane (the padding) whose function is to define a rest position of the 
frame in relation to the structural framework and to return it to this position 
when a user tilts it in one direction or another, characterized in that in the rest 
position, the frame is inclined forwards by an angle of approximately 10° in 
relation to the ground, characterized in that said membrane is covered with a 
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padding member forming a cushion (see column 2, lines 55-58), characterized 
in that said padding member includes a longitudinal groove for forming a 
space to receive the user's coccyx. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Greenwald in view of Opsvik et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,255,957) 

Greenwald teaches the structure substantially as claimed including a support 
(28) in contact with the ground and a seating module but does not teach that the 
support includes an arm extending forwards and upwards and carrying a transverse bar 
forming a support for the user's knees. However Opsvik et al teach said support 
includes an arm extending forwards and upwards and carrying a transverse bar 
forming a support for the user's knees. 
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Claims 5-7, 14-16, and 19-20 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 3-4, 12-13, and 18 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Congleton teaches structures and concepts similar to the present 
invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rodney B. White whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6863. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Dunn can be reached on (571) 272-6670. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Rodney B. White, 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3636 



March 13,2007 




